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knowledge of the substantive (dharmijnana) and the anu-
vyavasaya of the primary knowledge. In both cases, again
as before, one of the motives for recognising some sort of
intrinsic truth is to avoid infinite regress. In the former
case, there is besides a logical basis which has been exa-
mined before. Strictly speaking, this need not lead us to a
revision of the paratah theory that in all knowledge truth is
extrinsic, for the so called dharmijnana is not complete
unit of knowledge by itself but is always a constituent of a
complete knowledge. If, however, it be regarded as a
possible complete knowledge expressible in the form 'this'
or 'This is this', then its infaliability is merely an analytic
consequence of its trivial character.

With regard to anuvyavasaya the matter is different
and it is not at once clear why it should be regarded as
infalliable. Both Vacaspati and Udayana emphasise that it
is never found to err and hence there is no room for doubt.
'Nor one who does not have a knowledge introspects 'I am
knowing'; no one has the introspection 'I am knowing a
silver' when in fact he has knowledge of shell.20 Vardha-
mana adds, "no one has an introspection of a knowledge
when in fact he has a state of feeling". All that this empi-
rical argument proves is that we do not generally err in our
introspection and that therefore we do not generally
doubt its truth. Thera is besides little practicaf reason that
could stimulate such a doubt. Vardhamana rightly remarks "
and is here closer to the spirit of the Nyaya - that by calling
all such knowledge svatahprama what is meant is that there
is in such cases no initial apprehension of falsity'21 and
hence no initial doubt to start with 23

MIMAMSA OBJECTIONS :

Kumarila criticises the Nyaya-Vaisesika view. If vali-
dity and invalidity of knowledge were due to extraneous
conditions, then prior to the knowledge of its validity or
invaHdity, the knowledge would be neutral and devoid of
any logical value. But we never experience neutral know-
ledge, but only valid knowledge or invalid knowledge.28
If the validity of knowledge depends upon the knowledge of